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representation of property, which was a subject
requiring very adroit treatment. The doctrine is
one which probably would not be tolerated now
in any part of this country, and even in 1820, in
Massachusetts, it was a delicate matter to advocate
it, for it was hostile to the general sentiment of
the people. Having established his position that
it was all important to make the upper branch a
strong and effective check, he said that the point
in issue was not whether property offered the best
method of distinguishing between the two Houses,
but whether it was not better than no distinction
at all. This being answered affirmatively, the
next question to be considered was whether prop-
erty, not in the sense of personal possessions and
personal power, but in a general sense, ought not
to have its due influence in matters of govern-
ment. He maintained the justice of this proposi-
tion by showing that our constitutions rest largely
on the general equality of property, which, in turn,
is due to our laws of distribution. This led him
into a discussion of the principles of the distribu-
tion of property. He pointed out the dangers
arising in England from the growth of a few large
estates, while on the other hand he predicted that
the rapid and minute subdivision of property in
France would change the character of the govern-
ment, and, far from strengthening the crown, as
was then generally prophesied, would have a
directly opposite effect, by creating a large and